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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF UTAH 
HENRY H. FORRER, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
STUART REED, RUSSELL REED, 
DONALD REED, FRANKLIN REED, 
MARGARET REED, CORDIE MAE REED 
and LAWANNA KAY REED, 
Defendants, Counter-
Plaintiffs and 
Respondents, 
-vs-
HENRY H. FORRER, ROBERT SATHER, 
EZILDA HENDRICKS, CHARLES 
HENDRICKS, ROGER L. ROBERSON and 
ETHEL LaVERNIA ROBERSON, 
Counter-Defendants 
and Appellants. 
APPELLANT'S PETITION 
FOR REHEARING. 
C i v i l No. 14572 
F I L E D 
MAR - 1 1977 
Cleft Suprem* Court, Utah 
The Counter-Defendants and Appellants Henry H. Forrer, Roge 
L. Roberson and LaVernia Roberson, hereby petition the Honorable 
Justices of this Court for a rehearing, relative to the decisior 
filed by this court on February 9, 1977. 
Said rehearing is requested by these petitioners on the 
following grounds: 
1. The court erred in its rulings relative to the questior 
regarding: the timely foreclosure of a mortgage; the running of 
the statute of limitations; the role and duty of the guardian ir 
dealing with a mortgage; excusing the guardian's inaction becaus 
she was also a debtor of the minors; the severability of the 
interests of the respondents; and, the effect of the default 
certificate as to the parties in default. 
2. The court failed to adequately consider the appellants 
arguments that: the mortgage was not foreclosed in a reasonable 
a bonded guardian who happens to also be indebted to the estate 
that she is guardian of, is not entitled to any special treatment 
or considerations, nor are her beneficiaries by reason of that 
indebtedness; the defendant Stuart Reed was never subject to the 
guardianship, and the rulings relative to guardianship should 
never have been applied to that defendant; the nature of the 
mortgage in question clearly identifies the interest of each of 
the defendants in and to the mortgage and thus should have been 
severed; and since all the factors in the lower court were 
stipulated, the lower court's interpretation should be given no 
greater credence or appeal than the interpretation of the appellai 
court. 
DATED this 28th day of February,m 1977.\ 
George E. Mangan 
Attorney for Appellant-
Petitjioners 
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PETITION FOR REHEARING to R. Clark Arnold, attorney for 
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to James Hall, Attorney for Appellant Robert Sather, P.O, Box 395, 
Roosevelt, Utah, Postage pre-paid, this 28th day of February, 197" 
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